UiV FUDLIC WOKRKo COVIIVIIOOION
65 East State Street, Suite 312 '
Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 4/90 650 @7

IMPORTANT Applicant should consult the ‘instructions for Completion of Project Applicatior
for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME Tie City of Mentoarery

STREET ‘ 10101 Montgomery Road
Montgomery, Qhio 45242

CITY/ZIP '

PROJECT NAME | pfeiffer Road

PROJECT TYPE Roadway

TOTAL COST S 156,942.00

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY Hamilton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45242

M
DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY .

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: §_132,353.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

Stale Issue 2 District Allocation . State lssue 2 Small Government Fund
Grant State Issue 2 Emergency Funds !
Loan ' X Local Transportation Improvement Fund |

Loan Assistance |
FOR OPWC USE ONLY ’
OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §__
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1.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER Jon Bormet

TITLE City Manager

STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
Montgomery, Ohio 45242

CITY/ZIP

PHONE ( 513 ) __ 891 - 2424

FAX ( 513 ) __ 891 - 2489

1.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL

OFFICER _ E.M. Pottebaum

TITLE Finance Director

STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
Montgomery, Ohio 45242

CItY/ZIP :

PHONE ( 513 ) 891 - 2424

FAX ( 513 ) __891 - 7489

1.3  PROJECT MGR Joe Cron

TITLE City Engineer

STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
Montgomery, Ohio 45242

CITY/ZIP

PHONE ( 513 )___891 . 2474

FAX ( 513 ) ___891 - 7489

1.4 PROJECT CONTACT Joe Cron

TITLE City Engineer
STREET ' 10101 Montgomery Road
Montaomery, Ohio 45242
CITY/ZIP
PHONE ( 513 ) 891 - 2424
FAX ( 513 )__ 891 - 2489
1.5  DISTRICT LIAISON Mr. William Brayshaw P.E.P.S.
TITLE Chief Deputvy County Engineer
STREET Hamilton County Engineer's 0ffice
138 Fast Court Street Room 700
g:ng{quEP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
( 513 )__ 632 - 8691
FAX ( 513 )_ 723 - 9748
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IMPORTANT: If project s multi-jursdictional In nature, information must be consolidated f

2.1

2.2

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included re

2.3

this project.

completion of this section.
PROJECT NAME: pfeiffer Road

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:
Pfeiffer Road from the Northbound Ramps at I-71 to
Montgomery Road. (See Attached Map)

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

- Rehabilitate and resurface existing two lane roadway

— Rehabilitate existing paved shoulders and realign the
roadway on the existing pavement width.

- Improve turning radius, curb and drainage at intersection
of Pfeiffer/Southwind and Pfeiffer/Deerfield.

- Add a left turn lane at the intersection of Pfeiffer/
Storybook.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

Current readway width is 28'. This accomodates two eleven foot lanes and six feet
of paved shadlder. However, the existirg shoulder is not necessary evenly divided
into two, three foot shoulders. The new readvey width would ramin 28' however,

the project would align the readaay to have two elaven fork lanes and thres fest

of paved shoulder on each side. The length of the project is approximetely 5250 L.F.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

level. if road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project
include current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7.756 gallons pe

household.
The A.D.T. of Pfeiffer is 15,100 at the West end of the
project and 8,100 at the East end of the project. The
A.D.T. numbers are based on 1985 0.K.I. Traffic Study.
Currently in the evening rush hour, traffic moving
eastbound backs up from Storybook into the signalized
intersection of Pfeiffer and the Northbound I-71 Ramps.
By adding a left turn lane at Storybook it would greatly
enhance the service capacity of Pfeiffer Road.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

(Photographs/Additional Description: Capital Improvements Report; Priority List
Syear Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the number
of temporary and/or fulliime jobs which are likely to be created as a result of
Aftach Pages. Refer to accompanying Instructions for further

detail.
See Attached Pages

garding current service capacity vs proposed service



2.0 FROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1

Q)

e)

f

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):
Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering §__ N/A
2. Final Design S___N/A
3. Construction Supervision S__N/A
Acquisition Expenses

1. Land §__NA
2. Right-of-Way §__ N/A
Construction Costs S___156,942
Equipment Costs S
Other Direct Expenses §
Contingencies $§
TOTAL ESTIMATED COS3TS $

156,942

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

. Dollars %
Local In-Kind Contributions $
Local Public Revenues S__24,589 15.7
Local Private Revenues S
Other Public Revenues
1. ODOT S
2. FMHA L
3 OEPA $
4 OWDA $
5. CDBG $
6. Other $
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $S_ 132,353 84.3.
2. Loan 'S :
3. Loan Assistance S
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $§ 156,90 100.0

If the required local match is to be 100% in-Kind Contributions, fist source of fun&s to be

used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the stalus of all local share funding sources IHisted In section J3.2(a)
through 3.4(c). In addifion, If funds are coming from sources listed In section

3.2(d), the foliowing information must be attached to this prolect application:

1 The date funds are avallable; -

2) Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter
OrF agency project number., Please Include the name and
number of the agency contact person.
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Definitions:

Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid ltem.

Cost ltem - Non-construction costs, including preliminary engineering, -fin
design, acquisttion expenses (land or right-of-way).

Prepald - . Cost items (non-construction costs directly related to the projeci
gc;@ éarior to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement fro

Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2).

Veilfication - Invoice(s) and coples of wamani(s) used to for prepaid cosi

accompanied by Project Manager’s Ceriification (see section 1.2

IMPORTANT: Verlfication of all prepald Items shall be aliached to this project applicatio;

COST ITEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COST
1) N/A S
2) N/A $
3) N/A $
TOTAL OF PREPAID ITEMS $ N/A

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This section need only be completed if the Project Is to be funded by §I2 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ 148,047 94.3 %
State issue 2 Funds for Repalr/Replacement $ 132,353 84.3
(Not to Exceed 90%)
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $  a.s805 5.7 %
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion $ ‘ 0.0

(Not to Exceed 50%)

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

1 ENGR. DESIGN / / 5 /31

4, 92
4.2 BID PROCESS 6 [ 8 [ o2 6 [ 22 [ 92
4.

3 CONSTRUCTION 2 [ 1a [ o2 wu /15 / 92



V.U ArrLICANI CEKIIFICATNIUVUN

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies that:
(1) he/she is legally empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting
and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo
Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code; (2) that 1o the best
of his/her knowledge and bellef, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and comect: (3) that all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this application have been
duly authorized by the goveming body of the Applicant; (4) and, should the
requested financial asslstance be provided, that In the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio law, Including
those involving minority business utilization, Buy Ohlo, and prevaling wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant cerlifies that physical construction on the project as
defined In this application has not begun, and will not begin, until
Q Project Agreement on this prolect has been issued by the Ohio
Fublic Works Commission. Action to the contrary is evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost undermun, applicant understands that
the idenfified local match share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed to the funding source from which the project
was financed.

Jon Bormet, City Manager
Ceriifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

Qﬁ»\ 8@14«-\4_7& D-AR-D

Signc‘h@Dcﬁe Signed

Applicant shall check each of the statements below. confiming that all required Information s Included In this

application:

X A fve-year Copitel improvements Report os required In 164-1-31 of the Ohio Adminishalive Coda
arﬁd a %yeor Malnfenance of {ocoL}Eﬁort Report os required In 164-1-12 of the Chlo Adminkhralive
Code,

X A registered professional engineer’s estimate of useful Me as required In 144-1-13 of the Ohlo
Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's orgindl seal ond signature.

x A registered professlonal engineer’s estimate of cost as required n 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Chl
Adminstiative Code. Estimate shall confaln engineer’s original sedl and signature. :

X A cerlified copy of the legiiation by the goveming body of the applicant authorzing o designated

officid to submit this cpplication and to execute contachs

‘? YES A copy of the cooperation ogreement(s) {for projects involving meve than ona subdivision or distich.
— X NA .

YES  Coples of of lnvolces ond wanants for those ttems Identifled os "pre-pald” In saction 4.4 of this
x N/A opplication.



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITIEE CERTIFICATION

Thcerr District Integrating Committee for District Number 2 Cerfifies
That:

As the officlal representative of the Distiict Public Works Integrating Committee,
the undersigned hereby cerlifies: that this application for financlal assistance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the Dishict Public Works Integrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteria and selection methodology
that are fully reflective of and In conformance with Ohio Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohio
Administrative Code; and that the amount of financial assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived in consideration of all other
financlal resources available to the project. As evidence of the District's due
consideration of required project evaluation criteriq, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are attached to this application.

William W. Brayshaw, Chairman, District 2 Integrating Committee
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Tiile)

%) 2/ ﬂMzéu 5713-92

Signature/Date Signed




Index No.

S55-1

§S8-2
55-3
S5S-4

5S-5

55-6

S§S8-7

55-8

558

SS-10

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project

Main Street ROW
Acquisition

Main Street - City Share
Main Street - Issue 2

Weller Road Bikepath
Engineering

Weller Road Bikepath

Sycamore Creek Bridge
Engineering

Sycamore Creek Bridge
Construction

Pfeiffer Road Bikepath

Pfeiffer Road Resurfacing
Issue 2

Pfeiffer Road Resurfacing
City Share

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

1992 - 1996

]

*Streets and Sidewalks*

1992

185,000

222,800
683,600

75,000

1,200,000

15,000
125,000

132,500

132,300

24,600

1993 1994 19385

— — s

1996



Index No.

58-11

S§6-12
S5-13
SS-14

55-15

55-16

SS-17

SS-18

556-19

55-20

55-21
56-22

55-23

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project

Montgomery Square
Traffic Signal

Downtown Streetscape
Remington - Sidewalk
Delray - Sidewalk

Deerfield Resurfacing
_mmcm 2

Deerfield Resurfacing
City Share

Annual Street Resurfacing

Cooper Road Resurfacing
Issue 2

Cooper Road
City Share

Cooper - Zig Zag -
Traffic Signal

Annual Street Resurfacing
Annual Street Resurfacing

Cornell Road Reconstruction
{ssue 2

1992 - 1996

*Streets and Sldewalks*

{continued)

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
17,500
175,000
36,000 |
35,000
85,000
15,000
300,000
200,000
30,000
45,000
325,000
325,000
175,000



Index No.

55-24

55-25

55-26

5§8-27

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

1992 - 1996
*Streets and Sidewalks*
(continued)
Project 1992 © 1993

Cornell Road mmoozmz.:o:o:
City Share

Annual Street Resurfacing

Weller Road Reconstruction
Issue 2

Woeller Road
City Share

1995 1996
75,000
325,000
195,000
180,000



Index No.

PF-1
PF-2
PF-3

PF-4

PF-5

PF-6
PF-7

PF-8

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

- Parkland Acquisition and Development
-Facillty Improvements

Project
City Building Renovation

New Service Depariment
Pioneer Park

Swimming Pool -
Land, Design & Building

Police Department
New Building

s..m.__m_. Park
Pioneer Park - Access

Montgomery Park Renovation

1892
30,000
37,500
20,000

200,000

1993 1994

100,000 250,000

20,000
550,000
50,000
1,500,000
80,000
80,000

550,000

300,000



Street & Sidewalks
Parks & Facilities
Issue 2

1992

1,979,900
287,500
815,900

3,083,300

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

Capital Improvements - Summary

1992 - 1996
1993 1994 1995
577,500 400,000 400,000
670,000 1,860,000 850,000
85,000 200,000 175,000
1,332,500 2,560,000 1,425,000

1996

505,000
500,000
195,000
1,200,000



CITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO
TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT

FUNDING SOURCE

YEAR PROJECT NAME OTHER LOCAL ~ ISSUE2 PROJECT TOTAL
1890 | 1980 Resurfacing Program | | X | | $254,229.80
| (Resurfacing Project) ] | _ | .
_ _ _ _ |
| Roads Include: | | | |
| Jolain | N | |
[ Knollbrook ! | | |
I Old Farm | | | |
] Oldtown i | | |
| Schoolhouse | ] | |
| Shelldale | | | |
! Tollgate | | | |
_ I _ | _
i Dulle Park Slope Protection | | X i [ $43,569.00
| (Gabion Slope Protection) | ! [ [
| _ _ _ |
| Montgomery Road Improvemnents | | X | | $1,962,978.21
| Phasell | | | |
| (Total Reconstruction) i | ] |
_ _ _ o _
| Street Striping | | X | | $10,000.00-
“ [ _ _ _
| Full Depth Pavement | ! X | | $9,500.00
| BRepair with Asphalt | | | |
_ : I _ _ _
| Storm Sewer and Catch Basin | [ X | | $9,000.00
| Repair | _ _ _
_ . _ _ “ _
| General Street Maintenance [ | X | | $2,500.00
_ | _ _ |
| Curb Repair “ _ X _ | $8,000.00
_ | _ ! _
| Signal Maintenance | | X [ [ $5,483.07
! _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ i

YEAR TOTAL: $2,305,260.08



CITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO

TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT

YEAR

PROJECT NAME

OTHER

FUNDING SQURCE

LOCAL

ISSUE 2

PROJECT TOTAL

1991

T OMMT TT mmm mmm Gel e wmm e m mmmi Gey wme t—m iy v m—— ——t . — — — —

1991 Resurfacing Program
{(Resurfacing Project)

Roads Include:
Baywind
Bookmark
Campus
Lakewater
Thumbelina
Trailwind
Twinkle
Valley Stream
Westwind

Hopewell Improvements
(Resurfacing)

Kerrianna & Cooper Improvement
(Resurfacing)

Tanagerhills Improvement
(Resurfacing)

Swaim Park Tennis Court
{(Underdrain and Overlay)

Montgomery Road improvements
Phase Hi
(Total Reconstruction)

Montgomery Road Improvements
Phase Il
(Watermain iImprovement)

M T T M s e e e e e e e e S —— — - — — it e

$153,277.16

$38,463.17

.$9,709.00

$6,514.50

$26,696.00

$606,450.56

$212,088.36



GITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO

TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT

FUNDING SOURCE

YEAR PROJECT NAME OTHER LOCAL ISSUE2 PROJECT TOTAL
_ _ | _ _
1991 | Acomb Sewer Project | X | | | $532,341.00

| (Sanitary Sewer Project) 3 [ _ _
_ _ _ u _
| Pioneer Park | X i | | $530,000.00
| (Recreation Facilities) | | _ |
_ _ | _ |
| Demolition Project | ! X [ [ $8,950.00
_ _ _ _ 'l
| Bikepath Project ] | X | | $66,050.43
| (Deerfield to Shadowhill) | ] | |
_ , _ _ J m
| . Street Striping ; } X | | $10,000.00
! _ N _ _ .
f Storm Sewer and Catch Basin | _ X | ] $3,500.00
| Repair _ _ _ _
m _ | I _
| General Street Maintenance | | X | i $2,500.00
_ _ I _ _ |
| Signal Maintenance [ | X _ | $12,984.71
! _ _ _ _

YEAR TOTAL | | _ i |  $2,219,524.89



OPINION OF CONSTRUCTION COST

CITY OF MONTGOMERY
PFEIFFER ROAD
ODOT

ITEM ESTD UNIT PRICE TOTAL COST
NO. DESCRIPTION QTy UNITS TOTAL EXTENSION
202 Guardrail Removed 200 LF Jﬂ LG "2 LG8, S
202 Asphalt Curb Removed 300 LF 250 /050, 00
203 Subgrade Compaction 1324 sY /.50 4 G 8,00
203 Excavation Not Including 340 CY /2./0 3 Y34.00

Embankment Construction
203  Embankment 260 cY 7./ 2 344,00
253 Pavement Repair 348 SY 22 00 L8, 490.0D
301 Bituminous Aggregate Base 212 cY . OO0 Z.:’ﬁ’j Sel.on
304 Aggregate Base 212 cY 30,00 /o, B 00
402 Asphalt Concrete 773 cY S7.50 94 99250
404 Asphalt Concrete 520 cY &2, 50 32, 500.00
603 12" Conduit, Type B 40 LF 25.00 / 460.00
604 Manhole Adjust to Grade 16 EA /1800 /, 760.60
604 Catch Basin, Type 2-2-B 2 EA 00.00 _2,200.0D
606 Guardrail, Type 5 200 LF /7.00 _34900.00
606 Type 'A’ Anchor Assemblies 2 EA 27500 S50.00
609 Curb, Type 6 300 LF /2,00 _ 3 Lo
614 Maintenance of Traffic 1 LS /8 800.00 28, 000 00
617 Compacted Aggregate 161 cY 2500 _ 4pl50p
621 4" Edge Lines 1.98 M 45000 82/ o




ODOT

ITEM ESTD UNIT PRICE TOTAL COST
NO. DESCRIPTION QTy UNITS TOTAL EXTENSION
621 4" Center Lines 0.99 MI [ 5000 /33,50
621 8" Channelizing Lines 80 LF 2,50 2.0
621 12’ Transverse Lines 100 LF ) /8415
621 72" Words on Pavement 2 EA S0 /60-00
621 Lane Arrows 2 EA 4500 20.00
623 Construction Layout Stakes 1 LS 3 oo _ £ oo
624  Mobilization 1 LS S 000.00 _35, co0.00

The above opinion of construction cost is subject to adjustments upon receipt
of bids by Qualified Contractors.

Upon satisfactory completion of work the useful life of the Pfeiffer Road
Improvement Project will be 15 Years.

Cnd (o

Jogeph C¢ Cron, P.E.
eg. # 54500

it
soytdss iy,
. ¥ ond £l !’.l’

S
<

!EJFEJ:.

0
i



BETTERMENTS FOR PFEIFFER ROAD

CITY OF MONTGOMERY
ODOT
ITEM ESTD
NO. DESCRIPTION QTyY UNITS UNIT PRICE TOTAL COST
203 Embankment 260 CY $9.10 $2,366.00
301 Bituminous Aggregate | 52 CcY $64.00 $3,328.00
304 Aggregate Base 52 CcY $30.00 $1,560.00
402 Asphalt Concrete 13 ' $57.50 $747.50
404 Asphalt Concrete 9 cY $62.50 $562.50
621 8" Channelizing Lines 80 LF $0.50 $40.00
621 12" Transverse Lines 100 LF $1.15 $101.15
621 72" Word on Pavement 2 EA $50.00 $100.00
621 Lane Arrows 2 EA $45.00 $90.00
TOTAL BETTERMENTS ' $8,895.15
NOTE:

This work is required to build a turn lane at Storybook. All the cost associated with this work
will be paid for by the City of Montgomery.
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PFEIFFER ROAD
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

COMPLETE BERM FAILURE

COMPLETE BERM FAILURE




PFEIFFER ROAD
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

IRREGULAR BERM WIDTHS DETERIORATED BERM AND
LONGITUDINAL CRACKING




PFEIFFER ROAD
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

TRANSVERSE CRACKING ALLIGATOR CRACKING ALONG
AND POTHOLES PAVEMENT EDGE




PFEIFFER ROAD
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

ALLIGATOR CRACKING

ALLIGATOR CRACKING

AND PAVEMENT FAILURE

. iF ,:
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* RESOLUTION NO. //, 1992

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT
APPLICATIONS TO, AND TO ENTER INTO CONTRACTS WITH THE
OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION FOR ISSUE 2 FUNDS

WHEF!EAs; the City of Monlgomery has Identified Pfelffer Road and Main Strest
as two areas in the city requiring major infrastructure repairs. .

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Montgomery,
Ohio:

SECTION 1. The City Manager Is authorized to submif'the appropriate applications
to, and enter into contécts with, the Chlo Public Works Commisslon for Issue 2 Funds.

SECTION 2. This Resolution shall be in full force- and efledt from and after its

passage.

PASSED: (ejs ;27/ (992

ATTEST: :}Xﬂk J - Mo_ W W/
= Mayor Ulerk of Councll




Mavyor
Ivan J. Silverman

Vice Mayor
Richard Tuten

Council Members ‘

Keith Bookbinder
Gary Gross
Donald Hess

B. Kathryn King
Robert Reichert

City Manager
Jon Bormet

Administration
Patricia Alsip
Jackie Burnett
Henry Burwinkel
Joe Cron
Jeanette Dick
Brenda Fisher
Susan Hamm
Dave Harvey
Fred Horsley
Janet Korach
Carolyn Juillerat
Cynthia Logan
John Norwine
Derrick Parham
Roger Paul

Betsy Pottebaum
Ahmad Qayoumi
Susie Sheridan
Rebecca Wellbrock

Police

Donald McGlothlin

Gerald Beitman
Paul Collins
Ronaid Fread
Donald Jasper
Brian Knowles
James LaCalameto
Kirk Nordbloom
Michael Oney
Terri Pavely
Michael Plaatje
Cynthia Rains
David Reuther, Jr
Jack Sahnd
Gregory Schill
Thomas Wagner
Dennis Wells
Debra Witte

Ken Wittekind
Michael Young

Service

Robert Hall
Delmer Profiit
James Ranson
John Robinson
Larry Rohrig
Glenn Smith
James Stewart
Mike Vonderbrink
Terry Willenbrink

Re: lIssue 2 Project

EP/jib

To Whom It May Concern:

/ 10101 Montgomery Road @ Montgomery, Ohio 45242 e (513)891-2424 e Fax(513)891-2408

February 28, 1992

Ohio Public Works Commission
77 3 High Street Room 1629
Columbus OH 432656-0303

This will serve to certify that local funds are available to meet Montgomery's
share of Pfeiffer Road project.

These funds are available from the general operating funds of the City.

Sincerely,

E Mbttr=

- Elizabeth Pottebaum
Finance Director



RECEIPTS

Local Taxes ..... erererena i
Interzoverncental Revenve ..vuuuuyss,

Special Asseczents ..

Charges for Services

Fines, Licenses, ! Peraiis ....

Yera

vet s aterner e ’

RN RN

Biscellsneots «iuvvveriiiennenvensnse

TOTAL BBCE[P?S

DISBURSEKENTS
Curreat:

Zeeurity of Person & Property ...,

rebiic Health 3ervices ........

beisure Tize Activities ,.........
Coanunity Environsent ......vvevse

Basic Ytility Service
Trarsportation vovvuvinnnin..

TNt ey

vees
Gereral Governsent .vvvyivevna. ceee
Fersonal Services tuviiiiivinnn ...
Travel Transportation cvuuevvvins,
Contractual Sarvices ......vvvvae,
Supplies &k Haterials vovvurivenien

Captial Oublay voviveinvvnnnnnienases

Debt Service 4uvivrrineiiarereres

TOTAL DEIZBURSEMENTS +.vvvviiecnennnnn ‘e

Tatal Receipts over/funder

Disbursesents .......

LN N RN N TN RN

Other Financing Sourcee/{Uses)

Local Tazes

LR R R RN N R NI A S sa

Intergovernzental Hevanues ..........
Proceeds From Szles af Debt
Sale of BORES viviviviverrereranss
Sale of Hotes vovvveniinriniinnns,
Other Procesds vovvvvvieinrnneans
Hiscellaneous ,uuvvirvreieennrionees
Sale of Fixed Assets
Other Jources/¥snop, Zxpenditures ..,

Transiers-In .

AR SRR PN

SirEnrdtaae

AEvRaCe8-10 v vurniiirianiinninnnsensn
Transfers-Out ooovivneniiniirivrrnnes
Advances-0ut iiuieeiennivnninnennnes
Debt Bervice vovverrrerniveneniernees

Other Uses/Honon. Erpsnditurss

......

Total Other Fin. Sources/{Uses} ........

Governmental
Fund
Trpes

1,422,540

141,485
: ¢
125,414

160,354
124,589
5,874,342

1,514,154
‘68,519
185,186
230,844
118,662
591,114
130,351

2,381,713 .

851,473
6,978,688

---------------------------------

- 2,000,018

8¢
186,101
1,176,244

1,548,312

93,488
1,121,428

" CITY 0F HONTOOXRRY
CASH BASLS COMDIND AMMUKL FINAKCIAL REPORT
POR TIZ FISCRL TBAR SWDRD DECENBRR 11, 1991

Expendable
Trust
Funds

i
]

Honexpendable
Proprietary Trust Ageney
Funds Funds Funde
OPERATING REVEHURS
.............. ;--..---.---------.-.,-.-----.---------
¢
{: r
4 .
i
o
]
OPERATING BIPENSES:
14,582
4
80,803
1,138
t
263, 140 ] (]
(263,140} 0 L

598, 466 0 ¢

Total

(Hemorandun Only

{422,540
1,493

€

125,14

160,354

1,574,975
68,579
181,595
230,844
18,562
581,114
190,331
i, 582

a66
241,540
1,548,311
0
1,548,312
0

¢
53,489
1,323,935



Excess Receipis and Other

Financing Soerces Over/{Under|

Expend. Dist. & Other Uses/Met .........
Fund Cash Balance January ! oivuvvivnnnn
Pund Cash Bziance December 31 ....uuiss
Reserve Por Zncumbr. Beceaber 31 .......

Suanary of ltdebledness
Nortgage Zevepue .

EEEEEEAEERRRER]

6.0, Boads vvevvarerinannnisnannis "
G0, HobeS vuvivnnvasenrnarasairaense
Revenue Aniicipation Notes ......... .
178 291 Y TR 1.1, - Wraeiees

Industrizi Bev. Bonds .....
. Other Bonds 1 Hotes
TOTAL

R RE RN RN RN NN

[EERT XN

Yeporanda Dziz:
hssesped Yaluabion «vvvvvivinniiniias
Property T2y Levies

Ingide 10 Mill viivnvnnnnnnnninnn
Oubsics 10 Kill voovinvirunnennnns
Charter Village .uvvuuss P
#unicipal Income Tar ......... cereins
Bstinated Population .ovvvvensiinnens

Federa] Census Population ...vvvvinss

Governaental
Fund

QUSTANDING

" Jand 0, 1881

§,030, 000
515,000

§,563,000

Erpendable !

Trust -4 Proprictary
funcs : Fuends
.............. R
i

7,458 | 315,826
81,933 | 184,398
68,482 | 319,216
[/ i
................. :
NEY ISSUES RETIRED
- 815,000
,006,000 10,000
2,000,000 525,000

1

)

i true to the best of ay knowledge.
! .

1 -

: (C'ief Fiscal Officer Sign Above]
' 14101 Hontgoaery Road

! [Stfeet Msrecs
} Blizzbeth Y. Pottebaum

Honexpendakie
Trust
Funds

OUSTANDING
Dec. 3, 1981

1,515,000
2,525,000

6,040,000

{Date)

Tatal
{Krsorandua 3aly)

Azency?
fends

0 550,418 |
, 3,180,247
! 1,835,858

! I

Treasury Balance. 13,001
[nvestaents ..... 1,775,650

Cash on Hand ....

Total Treasuty .. 3,915,833
Balance ...ovesn.

Dﬂtstlnﬂ.iﬂﬁ LR 1:‘51452
TOTAL 3ALANCE ... 3,119,101

iChief Fiscal Officer Tiile) :
Kontgomery, Okio 43242

(City, State: {iip}
(513) 3%§-2424 ‘



RESULTING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES

Temporary Employment: ll is anticipaled that 10 1o 15 temporary construction
jobs will be created as a result of this project. '

Full-time Employment: It is not anticipated that any new full-time employment will
result from the proposed infrasiructure activity,



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION
For Fiscal Year 1993, jurisdictions shall complete the State.application

form for Issue 2, Small Government, or Local Transportation Improvement
Program (LTIP) funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee

reguests the following information to determine which projects are
funded. Information provided on both forms should be accurate, based on
reliable engineering principles. Do NQT reguest a specific type of

funding desired, as this is decided by the District Integrating Committee.

1. 0f the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar
to the dinfrastructure of this project, what percentage can be
clasgified as being in poor condition, adegquacy and/or
serviceability? Accurate support information, such as pavement
management inventories or bridge ceondition summaries, must be provided
to substantiate the stated percentage.

Typlical examples are:

Road percentage= Miles of road that are in poor copdition
Total miles of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage= Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition
Total miles of storm sewers within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage= er of bridges th re in po condition‘
Number of bridges within jurisdiction

18.34 lane miles out of a total of 87.4 lane miles in the City of Montgomery are

in poor condition (pavement rating of 60 and below) for a percentage of 21%.

2. what is the condition of the .exiéting infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit a copy of the
latest general appraisal and condition rating.

Closed ' Poor X

Fair Good

Give a Dbrief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: 1nadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and
width; number of 1lanes; structural condition; substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage

structures, or i1inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded.

The Pavamert is in very pocr oondition. The roadway is not centered on the Bavement,  That is. the

berm is not eqmel on koth sides of the road. The Gate of the originel aonstnxction of the rmad

is ot known. It was last resurfaced 10-15 vears aoo.

Page 1



If State 1Issue 2 funds are awarded, how socon (in weeks or months})
after completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids
occur? The Integrating Committee will bhe reviewing schedules
submitted for previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a
varticular jurisdiction's anticipated schedule. '

Please indicate the current status of the prgzgiﬁsdevelopment by
circling the appropriate answers below. PROVIDE ACCURATE ESTIMATE.

a) Has the Consultant been selected?............... Yes No @
b) Preliminary development or engineering completed? No N/A
c) Detailec’i construction plans completed?.......... Yes N/A
d} All right-of-way and easements acquired?........ Yes No @
e) Utility coordination completed?................. Yes No 6539

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed. -

The final construction plans will be completed in house by May 31, 1092

How will the proposed infrastructure activity dimpact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area? (Typilcal examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.)

Pfeiffer Road is a major access route from the West (1-71) to Bethesds North Bospitel.  Tnprowing the
berm sitvation and adding a tum lane at Storybock will enhance the traffic flow on Pfeiffer Road thos
enhancing EMS, Fire ard Polics response time.

For any project invelving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide
a HINIMUM QF 10% of the anticipated construction cost.
Additionally, the local Jjurisdiction must pay 100% of the costs of
preliminary engineering, inspection, and right-of-way. If a project
is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small Government, the costs of any
betterment/expansion are 100% local. Local matching funds must either
be currently on deposit with the jurisdiction, or certified as having
been approved or encumbered by an outside agency (MRF, CDBG, etc.).
Proposed funding must be shown on the Project Application under
Section 3.2, "Project Financial Resources". For a project involving
I.LOANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS, 100% of construction costs are eligible
for funding, with no local match reguired.

what matching funds are to be used for this project? (i.e. Federal,
sState, MRF, Local, etc.)

Local

To * what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs? '

15.7%




Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or expansion of
use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance

of new building permits.) THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING
JUSTIFICATION TO BE CONSIDERED VALID. ttac (o) ocu
or anc sol tec which s t ban. '
COMPLETE BAN PARTIAIL BAN NO BAN X
will the ban be removed after the project 1s completed? YES NO

What 1s the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of "the proposed project? Use specific criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership fiqures for public transit,
daily users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

1985 Traffic Cant (0.K.I.) 15,100 x 1.2 = 18,000 users 3 abitiaally there is extensive schoal hus traffic

For .roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)

to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must

be documented. where the facility currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to
restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and

other related facilities, multiply the number of households in the
service area by four (4} to determine the approximate number of users

per day.

The ©Ohio Public Works Ccommission reguires that all jurisdictions’
applying for project funding develop a five year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The Plan is to
include an inventory and condition survey of existing capital
improvements, and a list detailing a schedule for capital improvements
and/or maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Year Issue 2
Capital Improvement Plans are required.

Is the infrastructure to be improved part of a facility that has

regional significance? (Consider the number of jurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip 1lengths, functional classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Page 3



CITY OF MONTGOMERY
PAVEMENT RATING SYSTEM

STRBET NAMB PAVEKENT CURS  SHOULDBR PAVEMBNT OVRSALL LBNGTE  # OF  LANE
TYPE  TYPR  TTPR  BATING  BATING (HILBS) LAWES  MILB3
SHELLY LAKE -ASPRALT 1 DRt A A [ 0,135 .2 -0.27
KONTGOMERY PHASE IV(SRC.1)} ASPHALT } BIRT 3 13 0.521 § 2.084
ARCTURUS: DRIVE AJPHALT 1 DIRT 16 3| 0.33¢ 2 -0.678
PFRIFPER BOAD ASPRALT T DIRt £ 1 1.214 2 2.428
TRAILSIDE LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT [t £ 0088 2 0.116
EIRRBKBYBR DRIVE ASPHALT 7 BIRT { 50 0.241 2 D.482
BUITON LAKE ASPHALT 1 DIRT {1 i 0492 2 0.984
K4RGARET LANB ASPHALT 1T DIAT i 1 0,284 2 0.568
EINGLET CIRCLE ASPHALT ] BIRT 50 B 0.043 2 0.086
DEBRFTRLD ROAD (SBC, 1} ASPHALT 1 DIRT 51 53 0.807 2 1.614
DIBRFIRLD ROAD (SEC. 2) ASPHALT 7 BIRT 51 530 0,704 2 1.408
GOLF CRBEN DRIVE CONCRETE 4 DIRT 52 54 0,181 2 0.362
"P3NDSRY DRIVE ASPHALT 7 DIRT ) 51 0.376 2 6.752
RADABAUGH DRIVE ASPHALT 7 DIAT 52 55 0.31i 2 0.522
INDIANWOODS DRIVE CONCRETRE 4 BIRT 54 59 0.34 2 0.58
- KONTGOMBRY PHASE TV{SRC.2} CONCRBTE 3 - DIRf 54 60 . 0.151 { 0.604
"CURT LANE ASPHALT T DIAT 57 54 0.075 2 0.15
PERIN ROAD ASPHALT 7 DIRT 57 67 0.252 2 0.504
TIBURON DRIVE CONCRRTE ¢ DIRT 58 i1 0.285 2 0.572
HAIN STRERT (SRC. 1) ASPHALT ] DIRT 59 54 0.224 2 0.418
AL STREET (3BC. 2) ASPHALT 7 DIAT 59 54 0,103 2 1.206
ROSS AVENUR ASPHALT i DIRT 58 1! 0,454 2 0.908
VILLAGE GRBEN DRIVE CONCRBTE 4 DIRT 39 62 0.407 2 0.814
BRANDYWINE LANB CONCRBTR 4 DIRT 50 50 0.123 2 0.246
CORNELL ROAD - ASPHALT 7 DIBT 50 1; 0.822 2 1544
T00D AVENGB ASPHALT T DIRT §3 §7 0.16 2 0.32
$TRAIGHT STRERT ASPHALT 1 DIRT 54 13 0.038 2 0.016
COOPER ROAD (SEC.2) ASPHALT  NOWE  DIRT 65 83 0.303 2 0.606
CRINDA DRIVE : CONCERTR 4 - DIRT §5 70 0,136 2 0.272
37CAMORE STREBT ASPHALT 7 BIRT 65 10 0.198 2 0.396
WINTHROP DRIVE ASPHALT i DIRT 65 1! 0.565 2 113
CONYO COURT CONCRRTE ¢ DIRT 67 65 0,208 2 §.412
MZRRICK LANE CONCRRTE 4 DIRT §7 i6 0.125 2 0.25
716 240 ROAD ASPHALT 7 DIRT 67 8 1,593 . 2 3,184
TOOPER ROAD [SEC.4) ASPHALT § PAVEES 68 " 48 0.124 2 0.248
STHPHONY AVENUR ASPHALT 1 DIgT - &% i 0179 2 §.358
TURTLECRBBE LANB CONCRRTE 4 DIRT 69 83 0.07 2 5,14
{2E3CENDO COUR? ASPHALT T DIRT il 14 0.125 2 1,25
EIHINGTON ROAD ASPHALT 1 DIRT 10 (TR W 1} 2 0.944
¥ILD ORCHARD LANB “4SPHALT 1 DIRT 10 "o 0.3 2 ?.548
TERWILLIGER ALLBY ASPHALT 1 DIRT 1 7 0.062 2 f.124
LANYARD DRIVR CONCRBTE ¢ © DIRT 12 14 0.08 2 §.15
TTHBBRENOLL DRIVE CONCRETRE 4 DIRT 12 % 9,05 2 b.108
TAPRICORN DRIVE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 71 73 0.191 2 §.382
COOPERNO0D LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 1 o .2 2 7,588
IHIDRR STREBT ASPHALT 7 DIRT 13 1 0,039 2 0.078
T0DDTRE LANB . ASPHALT 1 DIRT 73 1 0.291 2 1,582
ZRPHYR ASPHALS 3 DIRT 73 " 0. 14T 2 0.294
YOUTE DRIVE ASPHALT 1 }R? (! 14 651 1 1,302
Y311 "ROAD ASPHALT T BIRT T4 80 0.258 2 §.512
#THBLEDON COURT ASPHALY ] §IRT 14 13 0.20% 2 n.4i2
TAERIAGE LANE CONCRRTE ¢ MRT 15 T 6,184 z 0,168
"13HLEY COURT ASPHALT 3 DIET 16 50 : 2
ELBRRCHT DRIVE (SBC. 1} ASPHALT 1 DIR? 18 7t 0.09 2 0.18
PORESTENOLLS DRIVE CONCRETS 4 DIRT 18 i 0.112 2. 0.224
TAULHAN ALLBY - ASPHALT 1 DIRT 78 80 0.047 2 0,044
“¥BLLER RDAD {SEC.5) ASPHALT  NONB  DIAT 18 1% 0.554 ? L. 108



COOPER ROAD (8RC. 1)

R. EEHPER BOAD

TANAGER¥CODS DRIVE (SEC.2)
TAHAGERWOODS DRIVE (SRC. 1)

WEST BOAD
HOSSHILL LANR

WELLER ROAD (8EC.3)
¥ELLER BOAD (8RC.6)

BORDEAUL COURT
COOPERHEADOW LANR
THISTLEKOCD COURT

WELLER ROAD {3BC.I)

WBLLER¥CODS DRIVE
BARNSLEY COURT
BRATTLE LANE
HSCONDTDO0 DRIVE
OLD POND DRIVE
SHAERRDALE DRIVE
CASTLEFOED LANE
CROTON DRIVE

LONDONDERRY COURT

¥BLEON DRIVE
HITCHELLFARH LANE
HOLLOWNOCD CIRCLE
STOCEBRIDGE LAKE
YOREKAY LANE

BRAHBLENOCR CIRCLE

§TONE COURT

ELBRECHT ORIVE (SRL. 2}

JIGRTO%ER COURT
PEACHTRER LANE
BELLEFORD COURT
IVIGATE LANE
LOKDONRILGE COURT
SHADOWPOINT COURT

CCOPER RO&D {SEC. 2)

DESRCARRE LANE

EHADOWCREST COURT
TEIZHEIGETE COURT
BUTTERCIZEL LA¥3

GEXTLEWINT DRIVE {330, @
HICEORYELUFF COUET

SREDBURICL WAV
STORERINGE DEIVZ

COCPRR 8022 {3EC.Y}

CEEEZNGLL 20URT

TELAAY BEIVE 48EC,
30RISTELIY DRIV
LAVEBLYTTY BEIvE

TAABART 23TV

YELLIRSTATION [RTVE

KOOSFERN Wa¥
30BNELTE ZGURT
BROMYWELL LAKE

- CBRSTHIND CIRCER

DELRAY DRIVE (SEC. 2}

HARTFORDRILL
HUNTBRSENQLL COURT
ENOLLWIXZ DRIVE

ASPH.0.L.
ASPRALT
ASPHALT
CONGRETE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
CONCRETE
ASPHALT
ASPH.O. L.
ASPH.O.L.
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
AJPHALT
43PH.0.L.
ASPH.O.L.
ASPHALT
ARPH.O.L.
ABPHALT
ASPH.0.T,
ASPHAET
ASPHALT
ASPHL0. L.
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPRALT
ASPHALT
ASPH.0.L,
ATPHALT

AEPH.0.L,
A3PHALT

CHNCRETI
A3PE.GL L
ASRELGLL,

AZPR.CLL,

Y lte

Fey Tap a3

" LA
M

e be D Lie
X

AZRR.GL L
£3PRLLT
ATPHLGLL,
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ASPEALT
ASPE.D.L.
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ASDH.G.L.
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CITY OF MONTGCMERY
PAVEMENT RATING SYSTEM

SONTOCYERY PHARE I 437HALT § DIET 1 33 9.758 i +.030
TURWILLEGIRE VALLEY LANE  &SPHALT i DIRT 92 35 tidl 13 0.26%
¥INDZAE {SEC. 1) ASPHALT 1 DIRT 9 £8 0.152 2 0.304
VINDZAG (S8EC. 2) ASPH.OE. 4 DIRT 92 18 0.307 A 0.614
ERIDREYATRR LANE ATPEALT l DIRT i 8l 0.08! i 0.162
CEDARVIEW DREVE ATPHALT 1 DIRT ) 89 0,074 i 0.148
COOPER LANE ASPAALT 1 DIRT 93 %4 0.201 2 f.402
JEBRSEADOV LANE ASPH.O.L. 4 DIRY 83 1 0,352 A 0.704
AIBGTES COURT AsPHLOML, 4 DIRT 93 90 4,013 1 0,976
ZOPRWELL RDAD ASPHALT 1 DIRT 93 94 b.443 2 0,888
WINDHAVEY COURY ASPH.G.E, 4 DIRT 9 91 0,104 2 1,218
GLENASE COUET 43PR.OL. 4 DIRT 94 91 0.032 2 9.084
JOLALK BBIVE {SEC. 1) ASPH.0 L. 4 DIBT 44 ) 0.073 2 0.1
. TRADEWIND COURT ARPH.OL. 4 DIRT 84 §1 0.048 & b.098
TRAYERZE COURT ASPR.OL. 4 HERT 94 81 0.1% 2 .18
¥ILLER 204D (8EC.2) ASPHALT HONE DIRT 94 &5 0.0%3 2 0.19%
GRANDCAES LANE ASPHALT I DIRT 43 92 0,083 2 0.17
HUCKLEERRRY LANE ASPRALT 1 BIRT 95 91 0,221 2 0.442
SAHSTCNB COURT ASPHALT 1 DIRT g 9 0.08 2 6.12
SOUTHYIND DBIVE ASPRALT 1 DIRT 95 97 0.236 2 8,472
TERWILLIGERS TRALL ASPHALT 1 DIRT 95 41 0,201 i 0,408
TERWILLIGERS RUN (SEC, 1)  ASPHALT i DIRT 96 2 0.163 2 6.31
TERWILLIGEES RUN (SBC. 2]  ASPHALT 3 DIRT 98 82 0,138 2 0.278
ADVEXTURR LANE (SEC. i) ASPH.OE, 4 DIRT 9 93 0,298 Z 0.596
ADVENTURE LANE {SBC, ] ASPHALT 3 DIRT 11 93 0.223 2 0,438
ADVENTURE LANE (8BC.3) ASPHALT 1 BIRT §7 93 0.32 A 0,64
{LD LRIEND COURT ASPHALT l DIRT 97 33 .04 2 0,09
WELLEE ROAD [SEC.4} ASPHAL? HONE DIRT 97 88 0.34% 2 1,698
CINDZRELLA DRIVE ASPHALT t DIRT gt 88 0.4%8 l 0,916
COOPER BOAD (SEC.1) ASPRALT HORE DIRT 98 g 0,259 i 0.518
COOPEE ROAD {SEC.5) ASPUALT 1 DIRT 38 93 .22} 2 b.447
COOPER ROAD (SRC, 1) ASPHALT 2 DIRT 98 99 g.232 2 0,484
FALRWIND DRIVR ASPHALT | DIRT 98 99 G.185 z 6,37
XONTGOHERY FHASE III ASPHALT b DIRT 98 89 t.353 ! 1411
LD FARHM COURT ASPHALT 1 BIRT o8 9% 0.041 2 b.082
QLD TOHN COURT ASPHALT 1 BIRT 8 N 0,035 2 §.07
SCHOOLAOUSR LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 88 §9 0.316 z 0,872
TRALL¥IND DRIVE (SRC. i}  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 98 §4 §.5%2 2 1.84
TRAILWING DRIVE (SEC. 2}  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 58 89 9,161 2 0.334
THINELE LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 8 99 0.064 2 0.128
BAYNIHD DRIVE (SEC, 1] ASPH.O.L. 4 DIRY 98 98 b, 083 4 9.166
BATRIND DRIVE (S3C. 2) ASPHALT 1 DIRY 9% 98 255 2 0,41
EQORHARE PLACE ASPHALT | DIRT 3 39 0,085 i 0.13
CAHPUE LANE ASPHALT 7 DIRT 91 99 0,246 2 .492
DRIFTNIND COURT ASPHALT 1 BIRT 99 §9 0.046 2 0,092
FQURY:kDS DRIVE ASPHALT i~ DiRE 8 k! 0. 18T 2 0.374
GENTLZWIND BRIVE (SEC. 1)  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 4 58 0.088 2 Y
HARTFIBLD PLACR ASPHALT 1 DIRT 9 99 0.204 2 0.408
JOLAIX DRIVE (SEC. 2} ASPHALT 1 BIRT 99 59 §.318 [/ 0.838
JOLAIK DRIVE {SEC. 3} ASPHALT 1 DIRT 84 99 f.394 2 0.788
IRRILVORTH LANR AJPHALT 1 DIRT g8 99 §.115 i 0.23
EENNBDY LANR ASPHALT 3 DIRT 99 49 0.087 z 184
KERRIANNA DREVE AJPHALT ! DERT 93 8% 0.191 2 ¢, 182
~ ENOLLBROOE TERRACH ASPHALT 1 DIRT 99 9% 0,313 2 0.626
LAERWATRR DRIVR {S3C. 1}  ASPH.0.L. 4 3R 99 93 0.0 2 0.072
LARE¥ATER DRIVR {SBC. 2]  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 99 §9 0,102 Z 0.204
HONTGOHBRY PHASE IT(SRC.1} ASPHALT 4 DIRT Lk 99 0,568 2 1,136
HONTCOMBRY PHASR 1I(SEC.Z} ASPHALT § BIRT 99 89 0,339 § 1.355
SHBLLDALE WAY ASPHALT 1 DIRT 9§ 99 0. 337 2 B.674



CITY OF MONTGOMERY
PAVEMENT RATING SYSTEM

STORYBOOR DRIVE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 93 89 0,47 z {H,9¢
TANAGRREILLY DREVE AGPHALT : DIRT 49 89 0.086 2 0.172
THUMBRLINA COURT (8BC. 1)  ASPHALT 1 DIRT Y g9 0.048 2 0.098
THUKBELINA €OURT (SBC. 2} ASPH.OL. 4 §IRT 99 8 8,271 ) 9,542
THUMBELINA COURT (9BC. 3]  ASPHALT 1 HAT 83 4 0.923 i t.946
TOLLGATE LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 89 3 0.617 2 1,234
VALLRYSTREAM DRIVE ASPHALT 1 DIET 89 19 9.077 l 0.154
WESTWIND LANE AFPUALT 1 DIRT 95 e 0.258 i 1,318
WINDPOINT PLACE AFPHALT l piBt 89 89 0,045 2 f.08
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ASPHALT PAVEMENT RATING FORM
CITY OF MONTGOMERY

STREETORROUTE Az, Fep  Roay

LENGTH OF PROJECT /. 279 ... WDTH 28

PAVEMENT TYPE ___ A<pyge 7 DATE 2/r2/52

(Note: A rating of "0" indicates defect does; not occur)
DEFECTS
Transverse Cracks ................. et i e e s e e
Longitudinal Cracks ...... e o
Alligator Cracks ................. ST
Shrinkage Cracks . ...ttt e e e e

RUINg . e e e,

Raveling ......covivivenennnn... e e

Shoving or Pushing . . ..o ittt e e e e e

PotHOlES .. ov ettt e e e DT

‘DeficientDrainage ..........cciiiiniiirnrrmonn o,

Overall Riding Quality {0 is excellent; :
A0IS eIy POOI) .« et it e

Sum of Defects

Condition Rating = 100 - Sum of Defects
=100-_.4 7

Condition Rating = /3

-

RATING

RN el bt ppe




OHIC INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2) - ROUND 5

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (LTIP) - ROUND 4

EX 1993 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA - 7/1/92 TOQ 6/30/93

ADOPTED BY DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE, 2/21/92

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: cf:::;7f)/ JZAf:,445254{3¢%:}5%4244252>/

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

ngf§§§é§2££2f2§267 ,zc?iéach 2 ey, -

(Z;;Z?rt;}:i/ DB W ar e N 4 ,Afgiizfj
PROPOSED FUNDING:

Fs 3 a7

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

B S 2

EQINTS

O

1)

TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT — 55:2

Type of project

10 Points - Bridge, road, stormwater
5 Points - All other projects

2) If Issue 2/LTIP funds are granted, when would the
construction contract bhe awarded? {Even though the
jurisdictions will be asked this question, the Support staff
will assign points based .on engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded by end of 19952
5 Points - Some doubt as to whether it can be awarded by
end of 1992
0 Polnts - No way it can be awarded in 1992
-:‘9.’

_7;1"_ 3) What 1s the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
or repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

15 Points - Poor condition
12 Points -
9 Points - Fair to Poor condition
6 Points -
3 Points - Fair condition
NOTE: If infrastructure 1s 1in "good" or hetter condition, it
will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a

betterment project that will improve serviceability.



4)

5)

7)

If the project 1s built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

10 Points - Significantly effect on serviceability {e.q.,
widen to add lanes along entire project)

8 Points - Moderate to significant effect on serviceability

6 Points - Moderately effect on serviceability (e.g., widen

existing lanes)

Little to no effect on serviceability

‘Little or no effect on serviceability (e.q.,

- street or bridge deck rehah)

. ) — - ST N i
EE LA oL T s .f:)/ SICE ) AL e

(N

4 Points
2 Point

0f the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be c¢lassified as being in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadegquate in service?

3 Points 50% and over
2 Points - 30% to 49.9%
1 Point - 10% to 29.9%
0 Points Less than 10%

How important 1s the project to the HEALTH, SAFETY, and
WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the District
and/or the service area?

10 Points - Highly significant importance, with substantial
impact on all 3 factors

8 Points - Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR noticeable
impact on all 3 factors

6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial impact on
1 factor or noticeable impact on 2 factors

4 Points - Minimal importance, with noticeable impact on 1
Factor - =— <Al Ll s FEGE -, o
2 Points - No measurable impact /62:5;15%524;?

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?
10 Points - Poor

8 Points -

& Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Points - Excellent



4 8) What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, federal, ODOT, MRF, etc. or a
combination of funds. Loan and credit enhancement projects
automatically receive 5 points,

REQUIRED FOR GRANT-FUNDED PROQJECTS

Points - More than 50%
Points - 40% to 495.9%
Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points - 20% to 29.9%
Point - 10% to 19.9%

R L) s LN

Kfﬂ 9) Has any f£formal action or orders by a federal, state, or
local governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits on
structures, EPA orders to replace or repair sewerage, and
moratoriums on building permits in a particular area due to
local flooding downstream. POINTS CAN BE AWARDED ONLY IF
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT BEING RATED WILL CAUSE THE BAN
TO BE REMOVED.

10 Points - Complete ban
5 Points - Partial ban
0 Points - No ban

5“67 10) what is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include traffic counts & households served, when
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but only
when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

10 Points = 10,000 and Over
8 Points - 7,500 to 9,999
6 Points - 5,000 to 7,499
4 Points - 2,500 to 4,999
2 Points - 2,499 and Under
ngr// 11) Dees the infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider
originations & destinations of traffic, functional-
classification,size of service area, number of jurisdictions
served, etc. {Functional classifications to be revised in

the future to conform to new Surface Transportation Act.)}

5 Points - Major impact (e.g., major multi-jurisdictional
route, primary feed route toe an Interstate,
Federal-Aid Primary routes)

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal-Aid Urban routes)

2 Points - '

1 Point - Minimal or no impact (e.g., cul~de-sacs,

subdivision streets)

TOTAL AVAILABLE POINTS: 98



